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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

(parlee0rS6§) 

Applicant: Robert Parlee Paper No.: 

Application No: 1 0/67 1 ,078 Group Art Unit: 1 732 

Filed: 9/25/03 Examiner: Allan R.Kuhns 

FAX: 517-273-1202 

Title: Techniques for making carbon fiber bicycle frames 



Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Response to a final Office action under 37 C.F.R. 1.116 
Background 

Applicant received a first Office action in the above application mailed 4/29/05. After a 
restriction requirement and election, claims 17 and 19-23 remained for examination. In 
the first Office action, Examiner rejected claims 17 and 19-23 under 35 U.S.C. 102 as 
anticipated by U.S. Patent 4,986,949, Trimble, Method of making composite bicycle 
frames, issued 1/22/91 (henceforth "Trimble"). Examiner graciously granted Applicant a 
telephonic interview on Wednesday, July 20 at 10:00. Applicant's attorney submitted an 
i Argument to Examiner prior to the interview to aid Examiner in his preparation for the 

interview. In the interview, Examiner agreed that claim 18 should be included in the 
group of claims under examination and that the claims as amended in the Argument were 
patentable over Trimble. A response filed July 21, 2005 included the claims as amended 
in the Argument and better stated the differences between Applicant's techniques and 
those of Trimble. 

In a final Office action in the above patent application mailed 10/03/05, Examiner 
rejected claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2. paragraph as failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter of Applicant's invention and rejected claims 17, 
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19-23 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patent 5,019,312, Bishop, 
Method for assembling a bicycle frame, issued 5/28/91 (henceforth "Bishop"). Examiner 
granted Applicant an interview on Dec. 1 at 10:00. While no agreement was reached in 
the interview, Applicant's attorney found it useful in that it gave Applicant's attorney a 
better understanding of Examiner's reading of the reference. This improved 
understanding has resulted in the amendments to the Specification and to claims 17, 18, 
19, 20, and 21 which follow. 

Please amend the Specification as follows: 
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